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In 1981 voters choose him to be sheriff and

they re-elected him four more times. During
that period, the facilities for law enforcement in
Greene County underwent major trans-
formation and the approach to fighting crime
got a new more pro-active philosophy. John
embraced public participation in crime preven-
tion and quickly had in place a county wide
series of ‘‘neighborhood watch’’ districts. The
new sheriff also stepped up regular patrols to
curb burglaries, thefts and vandalism. He
made citizens partners with sheriff’s office in
the fight against criminal activity.

Perhaps the most startling change guided
by Sheriff Pierpont was in the Greene County
jail. The old jail, built more than 40 years ago,
housed a hundred inmates in 1981. Pierpont
pushed for more facilities and new technology.
The last of three major modernizations and
additions were underway at the time of his re-
tirement. The new jail will house five hundred
inmates in the most secure environment avail-
able.

John’s leadership has also won him praise
among his peers. He was elected President of
both the Missouri Sheriff’s Association and the
National Sheriff’s Association.

John has been an active leader at home, in
our state and for the nation. You would find
him in the field working on major crimes, di-
recting manhunts and making sure that inves-
tigators had the tools to be thorough and pro-
fessional. It’s been evident during his time in
office, that John Pierpont has enjoyed being
the Sheriff of Greene County. It is equally evi-
dent that John’s leadership has provided the
citizens of this county a higher level of safety,
law enforcement competence and protection
for the lives and property of the people he has
served during his 20 years as sheriff.

I know that my colleagues from Missouri join
me in thanking John Pierpont for his years of
making our state a safer place to live and
wishing him well as he leaves the Greene
County Sheriff’s office and opens a new chap-
ter in his life.
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Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish today to
say a few words in the memory of one of the
outstanding jurists of our nation who passed
away on January 28, 2001, after a long ill-
ness. The Honorable Earl B. Gilliam served on
the United States District Court for the South-
ern District of California, which includes the
50th Congressional District that I represent.

Judge Gilliam was born on August 17, 1931,
in Clovis, New Mexico, and spent his early
years in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. As a boy,
he moved to San Diego, California with his
family where he attended local primary and
secondary schools before graduating from San
Diego High School and later San Diego State
University, with a business degree, in 1953.

Judge Gilliam’s many years of distinguished
service to the legal community began in 1957
when, having just graduated from Hastings
College of Law, he was admitted to the Cali-
fornia Bar and appointed Deputy District Attor-
ney for the County of San Diego. In 1961, he

started his own general practice, and two
years later Judge Gilliam was appointed to the
Municipal Court, becoming the first African-
American to sit on the San Diego bench. In
1971, Judge Gilliam became the Presiding
Judge of the Municipal Court, and in 1975 he
was elevated to the Superior Court by Cali-
fornia Governor Jerry Brown. Five years later,
President Jimmy Carter appointed him to
serve on the United States District Court for
the Southern District of California.

In his long and distinguished career, Judge
Gilliam presided over numerous noteworthy
trials of regional and national importance.
Whether these cases dealt with drug traf-
ficking, fraud, tax evasion, bribery or civil mat-
ters, Judge Gilliam’s fair and professional ap-
proach to the law laid the foundation for his
solid reputation both within and outside the
legal community.

In 1969, Western State School of Law in
San Diego (presently known as Thomas Jef-
ferson School of Law) recruited Judge Gilliam
as an adjunct professor. With a background in
business administration, economics, civil and
criminal law, and trial practice, Judge Gilliam
proved to be an inspirational and devoted in-
structor for the Contracts, Torts, Criminal Law,
Trusts, Community Property and Trial Practice
courses.

In civic activities, Judge Gilliam actively pro-
moted the value of education for youth, for
women, and for his fellow lawyers. He gener-
ously gave time and effort to his community in
countless ways. He served on the boards of
numerous civic, professional and charitable or-
ganizations, including the YMCA, the Urban
League, the Salvation Army, Western State
University and the University of California at
San Diego.

The community in turn, has repeatedly ac-
knowledged his contributions. He was named
Young Man of the Year by the San Diego Jun-
ior Chamber of Commerce in 1965 and Gold-
en Man of the Year in 1981. In 1982 he was
honored twice—he was the recipient of the
prestigious Trial Judge of the Year award by
the San Diego Trial Lawyer’s Association and
San Diego’s African American Lawyer’s Orga-
nization honored him by changing its name to
the Earl B. Gilliam Bar Association. Judge
Gilliam was named Legal Professional of the
Year in 1994 by the City Club and Chamber
of Commerce and in 1995 he earned the
Sharp Hospital Foundation’s Eagle Spirit
Award and the NAACP’s Civil Rights Pioneer
Award.

Mr. Speaker, we have lost not only one of
our nation’s great legal minds but a true friend
who contributed so much to so many. He will
be truly missed.
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Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today as
a pro-choice member of Congress who sup-
ports the recent FDA approved use of
mifepristone, and I strongly oppose any efforts
that would undermine the availability of
mifepristone, also known as RU–486, to
women who are seeking a safe method to ter-
minate a pregnancy.

I recognize that there is misinformation out
there on the use and access of this drug. But,
the truth is mifepristone pills must be pre-
scribed by a doctor, and the treatment is done
under strict supervision of a medical profes-
sional. The first dose is taken at the doctor’s
office, and the second dose is taken 48 hours
later. There are some doctors that allow
women to take the second dose at home, but
others require a clinic visit. It is also important
to note that a woman can only take
mifepristone up to 49 or 63 days from the date
of her last menstrual period. This restriction is
well within the laws of aborting a fetus in the
first trimester.

Mifepristone has been laboriously studied
and tested by FDA for 8 years. Nearly 10,000
American women have used this drug safely
and effectively in clinical trials. Furthermore,
Europeans have been using this drug for over
12 years.

Women in this country should have a choice
to make decisions about their own fate. Abor-
tion is legal, and women should be entitled to
all medically proven safe options available, in-
cluding mifepristone. Furthermore, I believe
that women should be able to choose a less
invasive procedure such as mifepristone rather
than a surgical abortion.

Attempts to restrict a woman’s access to
this drug are not done to protect her safety,
but rather to influence her choice. By allowing
mifepristone to be prescribed by her own doc-
tor, a woman can preserve her anonymity and
be comfortable with her choice.

I have advocated for the approval of RU–
486 for several years, in my past and current
position. I truly believe that all women should
have the right to make their own choices, and
I hope that they will not be denied any safe
and proven methods to make those decisions.
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Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to join today with my colleague from South
Carolina, Mr. GRAHAM, in introducing the Fed-
eral Election Standards Act of 2001.

Now that the dust has settled over the presi-
dential election of 2000, I hope we will treat
our recent experience as an opportunity to
adopt long overdue reforms in the way we run
our Federal elections. I hope we will enlist our
best minds in the effort to develop better sys-
tems and procedures that will restore public
confidence in the accuracy and integrity of the
electoral process. And I hope we will provide
State and local election officials with the
wherewithal to take advantage of these im-
provements.

The Act seeks to advance these goals by
establishing a bipartisan commission to study
the accuracy, integrity, and efficiency of Fed-
eral election procedures and develop stand-
ards of best practice for the conduct of Fed-
eral elections. It further authorizes grants and
technical assistance to States which wish to
adopt measures consistent with the standards.

Title I of the Act establishes the National
Advisory Commission of Federal Election
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